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Appendix E 
Open House – Master Comment Listing 

 
The master comment listing below includes all comments received, in 
alphabetical order by commenter, as well as the corresponding reference 
number. Each comment is presented verbatim as it was received in Section 4.0. 
Scanned images of each written comment are included in Appendix F and the 
court reporter transcript of verbal comments is included in Appendix G. All 
comment responses will be included in the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.  
 

Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

212 A Dave Website 
257 Adams Beverly Website 
169 Agin Clarence Website 
217 Aguilar Jaime Website 
55 Ahmad Janet Comment Card 
71 Ahmad Janet Court Reporter 
21 Aldorf Gerald Comment Card 
68 Aldorf Gerald Court Reporter 

264 Allen Charles Website 
294 Allen Jennifer Website 
306 Almaraz Joe Website 
287 Amerson Alvin Website 
295 Amos Marti Website 
22 Anonymous Anonymous Comment Card 
61 Anonymous Anonymous Comment Card 
64 Anonymous Anonymous   
84 Anonymous Anonymous Court Reporter 

109 Anonymous Anonymous Email 
113 Anonymous Anonymous Email 
116 Anonymous Anonymous Email 
117 Anonymous Anonymous Email 
121 Anonymous Anonymous Email 
234 Arbaugh Jeffrey Website 
82 Arriaga Roger Court Reporter 
27 Austin Robert Comment Card 

140 Ballard Andrew Website 
83 Barrera Carol Court Reporter 

270 Basse Peni Website 
214 Becker Randal Website 



160 Bend Hilo Website 
1 Benson Dean Comment Card 

255 Boggess Jessica Website 
18 Bomba Nicholas Comment Card 

123 Borel Mel Email, Website 
28 Bowdre David Comment Card 

240 Bower Katherine Website 
39 Briscoe Richard Comment Card 
78 Briscoe Richard Court Reporter 

102 Bruggeman Adam Email 
42 Bryan Sheila Comment Card 
46 Bryant Byron D. Comment Card 
70 Buechele Charles Court Reporter 
97 Bundrick W. Drew Email 

213 Burns Terry Website 
24 Busald Cheryl C. Comment Card 

173 Bush Charles Website 
293 Byas Forrest Website 
101 Cain Christopher Email 
225 Calvert Barry Website 
176 Calvert Dave Website 
299 Calvert Dave Website 
248 Calvert Debbie Website 
33 Ceballos Lizardo Comment Card 
15 Chaffin Alan Comment Card 
13 Chambers Jackson Comment Card 
75 Chambers Jackson Court Reporter 

136 Chin David Website 
12 Clark Tom Comment Card 
43 Closner Frank Comment Card 

283 Cobb Kimberley Website 
135 Cox Clarence Website 
110 Cox Robert and June Email 
85 Crist Wayne Court Reporter 

241 Crist Wayne Website 
277 Cross Mark Website 
96 Crowley David Email 

130 CVCVC CVCVC Website 
145 Davidson Lyle Website 
207 DeYoung Todd Website 

3 Dixon Don Comment Card 



80 Dixon Don Court Reporter 
2 Dossey Pat Comment Card 

232 Dossey Patrick Website 
304 Doucette Richard Website 
221 Dowling Barron Website 
208 Drewa David Website 
149 Dullnig-Warlen Lori Website 
269 Dygert Linda Website 
260 Dylla Laura Website 
192 Easley Jennifer Website 
194 Eldridge Jeff Website 

5 Ellis Adam Comment Card 
23 Evans Robert Comment Card 

124 Falcon-Borel Linda Email, Website 
150 Farnsworth Jeff Website 
63 Feinsilber Bennett Comment Card 
72 Feinsilber Bennett Court Reporter 

249 Ferguson Diana Website 
36 Finger Jack M. Comment Card 

120 Finke Sue Email 
143 Fisher Travis Website 
223 Forgione Diana Website 
30 Garcia David Comment Card 
34 Garcia Jorge Comment Card 
32 Garcia Julian Comment Card 

209 Garcia Marco Website 
210 Garcia Marco Website 
45 Garcia Marilyn Comment Card 
88 Garcia Marilyn Court Reporter 

153 Garner Kathy Website 
119 Garza Carlos Email 
268 Garza Daniel Website 
297 Gaskell G.C. Website 
171 Gaston Gilmer Website 
253 Gaston Gilmer Website 
191 Gilreath Jim Website 
190 Gilreath Sharon Website 
104 Glasby George Email 
105 Glasby George Email 
218 Glasby George Website 
262 Glasby George Website 



154 Gonzales Jacob Website 
165 Grace, Jr. James Website 
245 Gray Wm Website 
99 Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance   Email, Letter 

195 Griffin Danette Website 
57 Grisham William Comment Card 
76 Grisham William Court Reporter 
11 Guilbault Scott Comment Card 

233 Guinn Nancy Website 
300 Gursky Christine Website 
302 Gursky Kenneth Website 
303 Gursky Kenneth Website 
296 Gutierrez Denise Website 
29 Gutierrez, Jr. Martin Comment Card 

172 Guzman Abel Website 
309 Guzman Walter Website 
98 Hale Liz Email 

108 Hall Terri Email, Website 
53 Haringa Robert R. Comment Card 

131 Harlan Leslie Website 
246 Harris Dave Website 
215 Haydon Roger Website 
133 Heagerty George Website 
155 Heagerty George Website 
305 Heddins Victor Website 
274 Heide Jean Website 
93 Henderson Garrett Email 

205 Herr Richard Website 
204 Herr Susan Website 
252 Hiatt Nancy Website 
266 Hibbeler Scott Website 
224 Hicks Howard Website 
279 Hightower Lyndon Website 
258 Hogue Andy Website 
286 Hollan Joseph Website 
276 Honeyager Kevin Website 
201 Hopkins-Day Laura Website 
291 Houst Peter Website 
10 Hrncir John Comment Card 

158 Huddleston Frank Website 
308 Hudnall Marlene Website 



288 Hughes Opal Website 
199 Hull James Website 
95 Jacobi Tim Email 

290 Jacobi Tim Website 
298 Jarvis Daniel Website 
243 Jaster Frank Website 
247 Jenkins Richard Website 
92 Johns Andrew C. Email 

211 Johnson Mark Website 
48 Johnston Donald S. Comment Card 

220 Jones Ken Website 
6 Julie Crozier Comment Card 

177 Kassof Edward Website 
261 Kassof Edward Website 
122 Kenagy Andy Email 
226 Kennedy Tom Website 
238 King Chuck Website 
244 King Jan Website 
148 King Kevin Website 
141 Kirchoff Don Website 
188 Knebel Charles Website 

9 Kopanski Anthony Comment Card 
272 Kreth Darren Website 
38 Krishnan Thirulokesh Comment Card 

100 Kyle Katie Email 
182 Layton Mary Website 
139 LeCroy Eva Website 
111 Lister Cecilia Email 
271 Lister Robert Website 
307 Litt Marilyn Website 
50 Livergood Raymond Comment Card 

200 Lousier Jacqueline Website 
289 Lousier Jacqueline Website 
275 Luna Stephanie Website 
183 Lyles Stephanie Website 
37 Majors Lee Comment Card 
25 Majors Michelle L. Comment Card 
47 Marron Patrick Comment Card 
86 Marroquin Victor Court Reporter 
7 Marshall Cynthia Comment Card 

184 Martin Elizabeth Website 



254 Marvin Fred Website 
77 Maurer, Sr. Michael Court Reporter 
8 McAllister Walter Comment Card 

162 McClinchie Keith Website 
16 McClinchie Malcolm Comment Card 

168 McClinchie Malcolm Website 
280 McClinchie Malcolm Website 
114 McClinchie Malcolm U Email 
281 McClinchie Mary Jane Website 
242 Mclaughlin Melvin Website 
235 McLennan Bill Website 
267 Means James Website 
216 Meissner Stephanie Website 
193 Met Roslyn Website 
65 Meyn Craig Comment Card 
74 Mohamed Amin Court Reporter 

146 Montemayor Edgar Website 
35 Moore Ellen Koontz Comment Card 

164 Moore Justin Website 
292 Morrisey Jerry Website 

4 Moss Greg and Sheryl Comment Card 
197 Murphy Marcus Website 
219 Murphy Richard Website 
198 Muzny Richard Website 
44 O'Krongley Virginia Comment Card 

181 Oates Thomas Website 
125 Osborne Joe Email 
231 Parris Ray Website 
19 Passmore James Comment Card 

128 Patel Sheela Website 
166 Patel Sheela Website 
227 Patel Sheela Website 
127 Patierno Melinda Website 
87 Perez John Court Reporter 

237 Perez John Website 
79 Perez Richard Court Reporter 

137 Peterson Joyce Website 
31 Phelps Ken Comment Card 

151 Phillips Debi Website 
81 Pickett Kurtis Court Reporter 

156 Powers Edward Website 



129 Prescott Patti Website 
203 Purdy David Website 
106 Rana Chaula Email 
107 Rana Chaula Email 
222 Rana Chaula Website 
285 Rana Jayant Website 
186 Real Donna Website 
196 Reich Holly Website 
138 Robbins Patricia Website 
144 Robinson Jearold Website 
20 Ross Patricia Comment Card 
60 Ross Wallace P. Comment Card 

126 Ruiz Joe Email 
115 Salinas Stephen Email 
159 Salinas Stephen Website 
230 Samulin Michael Website 
91 San Antonio Chamber of Commerce   Email 
62 San Antonio Mobility Coalition   Comment Box 

161 Sanchez Ramiro Website 
152 Sanford Linda Website 
229 Schnedler Lori Website 
41 Scott Gary Comment Card 

189 Scott Robert Website 
142 Seal Ron Website 
49 Shaw Carol Comment Card 
94 Shaw Carol Email 

251 Sheldon Rick Website 
147 Shilts Greg Website 
179 Shine Chuck Website 
134 Shisk Dona Website 
167 Shorr David Website 
174 Sigmon James Website 
206 Singleton-Williams Stacy Website 
278 Slade Frank Website 
236 Smiley Clifton Website 
157 Smith Dean Website 
59 Smith Rhett Comment Card 

263 Sorbera Michael Website 
187 Soules Carol Website 
132 Southwell Eugenia Website 
259 Stallings Robin Website 



103 Stoddard Tim Email 
180 Synder Alan Website 
58 Tedor John Comment Card 
73 Tedor John Court Reporter 

256 Terrill Bob Website 
175 Thomas James Website 
228 Thomas Kathy Website 
273 Thompson James Website 
67 Townsley Cheryl Court Reporter 
69 Townsley Cheryl Court Reporter 

185 Townsley Cheryl Website 
250 Trebesch Ed Website 
14 Trevino Juan Comment Card 

239 Turner, Jr. Milton Website 
90 VIA Metropolitan Transit   Email 
66 Wagner Warren Court Reporter 
56 Walker Isabel Comment Card 
26 Warlen Geoffrey Comment Card 
52 Warner Jeff Comment Card 
40 Westphal George Comment Card 

163 Westphal Nancy Website 
89 White Henry Court Reporter 
17 White Henry N. Comment Card 

170 White Kyle Website 
284 Wilken Dale Website 
202 Wilken Judy Website 
301 Wills Bruce Website 
54 Wilson Bettie G. Comment Card 
51 Wilson Duane E.  Comment Card 

178 Wood Craig Website 
282 Wright Charles Website 
118 Young Aaron Email 
265 Young Doug Website 

112 Zaiontz Edith and Kevin Email 
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US 281 Draft Preferred Alternative
JOHNS, ANDREW C GS-13 USAF HAF AFCEC/CZCP [andrew.johns.2@us.af.mil]
Sent:Thursday, April 10, 2014 6:57 AM
To: AlamoRMA

  
Sir/Ma'am,

I am unable to find the US 281 Draft Preferred Alternative from the "411onn281" web page

(http://411on281.com/us281eis/).   Can you provide a link to that web page/site?

Thank you in advance

//signed//

Andrew C. Johns, GS-13, DAF

andrew.johns.2@us.af.mil

Comm 210.395.8388

DSN 969-8388

US 281 Draft Preferred Alternative https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:43 PM
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US 281
Garrett Henderson [garrett@texasrp.com]
Sent:Monday, April 28, 2014 2:27 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I have been reading up on the website which is very helpful and clear. I have a few questions in regards to the project. I

saw that it said that there would be 4 public meetings and 1 public hearing. I saw that there was already a public hearing

so what is this next meeting coming up? What is a rough timeline for env clearance, FONSI, ROW acquisition, letting,

and is the project funded? I would assume so because it was started years ago.

Thank you

Garrett Henderson

Commercial Realty Partners

972-824-7537

US 281 https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:48 PM
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Re: US 281
Garrett Henderson [garrett@texasrp.com]
Sent:Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:39 AM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I will be out of town on Thursday. I see that TXDOT already owns some of the property in the corridor? I thought that

they could not purchase property until after the environmental process?

Garrett Henderson

Commercial Realty Partners

972-824-7537

On Mon, Apr 28, 2014 at 3:08 PM, AlamoRMA <alamorma@bexar.org> wrote:
Mr. Henderson,

The Open House is on Thursday, May 8, 2014 at 5:30-7:00pm. For more details, please visit the following link:
http://www.411on281.com/us281eis/index.cfm/public-meetings/open-house-may-8-2014/

The EIS Process Diagram can be viewed at the following link: http://www.411on281.com/us281eis/index.cfm/about/eis-diagram/

Your other questions will be answered at the Open House on May 8, 2014.

Thank you,
US 281 EIS Team

From: Garrett Henderson [garrett@texasrp.com]
Sent: Monday, April 28, 2014 2:27 PM
To: AlamoRMA
Subject: US 281

I have been reading up on the website which is very helpful and clear. I have a few questions in regards to the project. I

saw that it said that there would be 4 public meetings and 1 public hearing. I saw that there was already a public hearing

so what is this next meeting coming up? What is a rough timeline for env clearance, FONSI, ROW acquisition, letting,

and is the project funded? I would assume so because it was started years ago.

Thank you

Garrett Henderson

Commercial Realty Partners

972-824-7537

Re: US 281 https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:48 PM



Re: US 281
Garrett Henderson [garrett@texasrp.com]
Sent:Tuesday, April 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
What is Mr. Chavez's number to reach him?

Garrett Henderson

Commercial Realty Partners

972-824-7537

On Tue, Apr 29, 2014 at 1:37 PM, AlamoRMA <alamorma@bexar.org> wrote:
Mr. Henderson,

If you are unable to attend the Open House, you can submit your comments in writing or online on the project website (see
details below). Please note, comments need to be received or postmarked on or by May 19, 2014 to be included in the official
open house record.

Written comments may be mailed to:
TxDOT-ENV
Attention: Mike Chavez
125 E. 11th Street
Austin, TX 78701-2483

Comments can also be submitted electronically at the following link: http://www.411on281.com/us281eis/index.cfm/contact-
us/submit-comments/

Thank you,
US 281 EIS Team

From: Garrett Henderson [garrett@texasrp.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:39 AM
To: AlamoRMA
Subject: Re: US 281

I will be out of town on Thursday. I see that TXDOT already owns some of the property in the corridor? I thought that

they could not purchase property until after the environmental process?

Garrett Henderson

Commercial Realty Partners

972-824-7537

On Mon, Apr 28, 2014 at 3:08 PM, AlamoRMA <alamorma@bexar.org> wrote:
Mr. Henderson,

The Open House is on Thursday, May 8, 2014 at 5:30-7:00pm. For more details, please visit the following link:
http://www.411on281.com/us281eis/index.cfm/public-meetings/open-house-may-8-2014/

The EIS Process Diagram can be viewed at the following link: http://www.411on281.com/us281eis/index.cfm/about
/eis-diagram/

Your other questions will be answered at the Open House on May 8, 2014.

Thank you,

Re: US 281 https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 2 6/3/2014 3:50 PM



No tolling of 281 and 1604!
Shaw, Carol L CIV USARMY MEDCOM AMEDDCS (US) [carol.l.shaw8.civ@mail.mil]
Sent:Tuesday, April 29, 2014 1:24 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
Shame on you for supporting this despicable agenda to push toll roads for

281 and H 10 .  Interesting how "Chico" made sure no toll roads would be in

HIS district.  Well, we don't want to pay for the roads to be built

toll-free in HIS district.  And anything else this county or city wants in

the future to so-called improve SA or the county that will involve any kind

of a tax increase, I will always vote against in the future.  As far as I'm

concerned, this is war between inner SA/county and the Northside.  We don't

want toll roads.  Scrap them.  Scrap streetcars no one wants and restore the

money that was intended for 281 and H 10.  For a change, do something for

the people.

C. Shaw

3335 highline trail

SA, TX

No tolling of 281 and 1604! https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note.SMIME.Multipar...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:49 PM

Sonia Jimenez
Comment 94



281 plans
Tim Jacobi [tim@gimainternational.com]
Sent:Tuesday, May 06, 2014 6:49 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
Hello
 
Unfortunately, I won’t be able to aend the meeng on 5-8. Where can I see the actual plans? The link your website shows a very
small, illegible copy of the plan.  I would love to see the details of what you have planned.
 
I do oppose ANY form of tolling of 281, regardless how it is called or labeled as.  Give us overpasses and stop the games.
 
Regards

TIM

281 plans https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:51 PM

Sonia Jimenez
Comment 95



281N Costs vs other priorities
Home Emial [dcrowley@grandecom.net]
Sent:Friday, May 09, 2014 5:19 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I am having trouble with the math – We (as a community) have $280M to spend on a streetcar system, that will support
a ridership of 5000 people per day. But we don’t have $300M to expand 281N that supports more then 110,000 cars a
day (and we need to set up toll roads).
 
I would love a street car system downtown; and I don’t like the massive expansion north.... but Wow ! something is really
wrong.
Our funding priories are out of whack and you guys need to intercede with some common sense.
 
 
David Crowley 

281N Costs vs other priorities https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:52 PM

Sonia Jimenez
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281 Video from open house
Drew Bundrick [dbundrick@dirtdealers.com]
Sent:Monday, May 12, 2014 11:37 AM
To: AlamoRMA

  
Hi, I was at the open house at the Chrisan Summit Center on May 8th and I was curious if the slideshow you had playing at the
event is available anywhere online? I found some pictures that roughly show the same thing if you open them up individually, but
nothing like you had there. Can you tell me where to look or email it to me if it isn’t posted somewhere? Thank you.
 
W. Drew Bundrick
Associate
First American Commercial Property Group
18618 Tuscany Stone, Suite 210
San Antonio, TX, 78258
Office: (210)496-7775
Mobile: (210)373-3739
dbundrick@dirtdealers.com
 

281 Video from open house https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:52 PM
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Support for the Toll Road
Liz Hale [lizhale69@me.com]
Sent:Monday, May 12, 2014 12:29 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I would like to express my support for the 281 Toll Road project.  We need to implement a solid plan for traffic
management and Toll Roads benefit everyone!  If you don’t want to use the toll road – then don’t!  But for
those of us that are willing to pay for the less traffic option – then that will lessen the traffic on the other roads
and make their travel lighter.  I see Toll Roads as my way of paying for an additional benefit that I want – as
many other people also want – that benefits the ones who don’t want to pay for it!  Please do not listen to the
people who are stuck in their old ways with old ideas.  We need to be a progressive city to attract progressive
companies!  San Antonio is the 7th largest City in the US but is held hostage by uninformed fatalist people who
are not open to change!

Support for the Toll Road https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:53 PM

Sonia Jimenez
Comment 98



Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance Comments on the 281 Draft EIS
Annalisa Peace [annalisa@aquiferalliance.org]
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:05 PM

To: AlamoRMA

Attachments:281DraftEIScomments5-13.doc (360 KB)

  

Dear members of the Alamo Regional Mobility Authority,

                                   

Please accept the attached comments on behalf of the Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance and its fifty one

member organizations.  I have sent the same comments to Mr. Chavez.

 

Thank you,

 

Annalisa Peace

Executive Director

Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance

210-320-6294

www.aquiferalliance.org

 

Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance Comments on the 281 Draft EIS https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:53 PM

Sonia Jimenez
Comment 99









WE NEED THE COMPLETE NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY
Kyle Family [kylefamilyemail@gmail.com]
Sent:Tuesday, May 13, 2014 4:14 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
Katie Kyle

2026 Sawgrass Ridge 78260

Summerglen Community

The current toll plan does not meet the needs of this congested area. Adding toll lanes and

reducing non toll lanes will only make our commute problems worse and create more safety issues.

COMPLETE THE NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY!

Thank you!

Ever Upward,

Katie Kyle

WE NEED THE COMPLETE NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:54 PM

Sonia Jimenez
Comment 100



281 corridor plans
Christopher Cain [cmcain09@yahoo.com]
Sent:Tuesday, May 13, 2014 5:47 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
Good evening,

I am a resident of Summerglen, a neighborhood just west of 281 South at the Summerglen Way intersection. 

The purpose of my email is to express my support for the non-toll expressway option for 281; and opposition to the draft

EIS/hybrid toll-transit-HOV proposal.  

Again - I support the streamlined expressway design with no tolls or HOV lanes. 

Thank you,

Christopher Cain

Cmcain09@yahoo.com

Sent from my iPhone

281 corridor plans https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 3:55 PM
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Sendero Verde and 281
Adam 1 [bruggeman.adam@gmail.com]
Sent:Sunday, May 11, 2014 10:44 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
Can you tell me what the plan is for the Sendero Ranch road and its access to the new 281 toll

road as proposed?  I cannot tell what is going to happen on any of your diagrams.  Wilderness Oak

and Overlook are well described, but not the Sendero Verde rood (and Mountain Lodge).  Thanks!

Adam

Sendero Verde and 281 https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...
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In favor of non-toll expressway option
Tim Stoddard [tim@estoddard.net]
Sent:Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:47 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I'm a resident in the North 281 area and STRONGLY in favor of the non-toll expressway
option for 281.

Tim Stoddard
Life with Technology: It's a Roller Coaster Ride!

contact | tim@estoddard.net - 210.526.1804

My profiles:      

Want a signature like mine? Click here.   

In favor of non-toll expressway option https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...
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Contact from Website
George Glasby [gglasby@gvtc.com]
Sent:Friday, May 09, 2014 2:44 PM
To: AlamoRMA; Wolff, Kevin A.

  
Well Toll road advocates, I have come up with a brilliant idea. Let’s toll Broadway for all the cake eaters! That way you could make
the people who live in north Bexar county & Comal county who have to use 281 hwy. to go to work happy! That way the haves &
have nots will be taxed equally!
 
George Glasby
A proud Comal county resident

Contact from Website https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...
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RE: Contact from Website
George Glasby [gglasby@gvtc.com]
Sent:Friday, May 16, 2014 6:09 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
You should follow the 6P policy- Proper Planning Prevents Piss Poor PERFORMANCE !

 

From: AlamoRMA [mailto:alamorma@bexar.org]
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 6:34 PM
To: George Glasby
Subject: RE: Contact from Website
 

Thank you for your email.  Your comments and questions are appreciated and will be taken into consideration during the
US 281 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process.
 
Please visit www.411on281.com/US281EIS for the most up-to-date EIS information or sign up for our E-Newsletter by
clicking here.
 

Thank you,
US 281 EIS Team

From: George Glasby [gglasby@gvtc.com]
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:44 PM
To: AlamoRMA; Wolff, Kevin A.
Subject: Contact from Website

Well Toll road advocates, I have come up with a brilliant idea. Let’s toll Broadway for all the cake eaters! That way you could make

the people who live in north Bexar county & Comal county who have to use 281 hwy. to go to work happy! That way the haves &

have nots will be taxed equally!

 

George Glasby

A proud Comal county resident

RE: Contact from Website https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...
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Toll road on 281.
Chaula Rana [chaularana@gmail.com]
Sent:Sunday, May 18, 2014 10:50 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I live north of Marshall Road on 281.  I do not want to see 281 become a toll road with huge expanded highway lanes. I

have seen what it did to communities in Houston when I lived there and what it did in Dallas.  I want 281 to have one

more lane on each side north of TPC parkway and that is all we need. I do not want it to look like Houston. I am opposed

to the Toll Road.  Chaula Rana 

Toll road on 281. https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...
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Toll Road on 281
Chaula Rana [chaularana@gmail.com]
Sent:Sunday, May 18, 2014 10:54 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I am in favor of the preferred alternative to the proposed Toll Road on 281.  I want the Complete Non-Toll Expressway

Option for Hwy 281.  I live north of Marshall Road, and do not want to see a toll road here.  I don't want to pay to drive to

work and I don't want to pay as a taxpayor. I don't want the hassle this will cause at the time of construction and

afterward.  Chaula Rana 

Toll Road on 281 https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...
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Comments on 281 DEIS preferred alternative
Terri Hall [terri@texasturf.org]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 4:49 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I could not format the comments very well when submitted through the web site, so I include them again here for clarity. Please

confirm receipt. Thank you.

____________________________________________________________________

Comments submitted by: Terri Hall, Founder/Director, Texans Uniting for Reform and Freedom, and the San Antonio Toll Party (now
known as Texans for Toll-free Highways), PO Box 29254, San Antonio, Texas 78229-0254.

Comments submitted on behalf of: Texans Uniting for Reform and Freedom and San Antonio Toll Party (now known as Texans for
Toll-free Highways)

The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority’s (or RMA) preferred alternative does not meet the purpose and need of the

project and fails to ‘fix’ congestion on Highway 281 outside Loop 1604 in Bexar County. The plan morphed from a

completed, streamlined expressway design (upgrading the corridor adding two new lanes, needed overpasses, and access

roads) to a hybrid toll-transit-HOV mix with fewer non-toll highway lanes than we drive on today toll-free — non-toll

lanes that cease at Stone Oak Parkway. North of Stone Oak Pkwy., all four non-toll highway lanes we drive today toll-free

will be converted to toll lanes. The only non-toll option will be downgraded to access/frontage roads with slower speed

limits and permanent stop lights, making those who cannot afford the tolls second class citizens on congested access roads

in perpetuity. 

Today there are six non-toll highway lanes (three in each direction) from Sonterra Blvd. to Evans Road, where it goes

down to five lanes. Then the existing freeway shrinks to four lanes (two lanes each direction) at Stone Oak Pkwy where it

continues to the county line and beyond. Today, this section of US 281 does not have access or frontage roads. It’s a

divided highway with stop lights at the crossovers. The posted speed limit is 60 MPH.

The RMA’s tollway design shrinks the non-toll highway lanes from six down to four (from Loop 1604 to Stone Oak

Pkwy.). That means two existing freeway lanes will be converted to toll ‘managed’ lanes, which is a double tax and

violates both state and federal law. The RMA counts the new access roads as the replacement for the non-toll capacity. 

At Stone Oak Pkwy., all the non-toll freeway lanes end and US 281 becomes a six lane tollway creating a massive

bottleneck as those who cannot or will not pay tolls make a mass exodus off the highway onto the access roads. The study

done by Peter Swan for Penn State University in 2007 shows that this will happen. When a toll is placed on a road, now

people change their behavior to avoid paying it and divert to a free option. Very few will have the ability to pay tolls on a

daily basis, especially to use a corridor they now use toll-free. So they’ll divert to a free option leaving the toll lanes

largely underutilized displacing the congestion to the access roads. The preferred alternative will therefore NOT meet the

capacity needs for the corridor. The gridlock we experience today will only become permanent. 

The preferred alternative was also hastily decided. The options originally studied were 1) a complete expressway with

overpasses and access roads (either all highway lanes tolled or all highway lanes non-tolled) or 2) an elevated tolled

expressway. Now it’s a hybrid toll mess (two highway lanes tolled and four non-toll freeway lanes next to it for 3 miles,

then eventually all six highway lanes become tolled for 4 miles). They promised repeatedly that how it would ultimately

be financed would not determine the final alternative. That’s no longer the case. There’s no complete non-toll option

advancing for final approval by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). It’s either the hybrid tollway or no build.

The RMA misled everyone and betrayed the public trust. 

One of the biggest fatal flaws of the preferred alternative is that it counts the traffic on congested, stop-light ridden access

roads in the total traffic count for the highway facility to make it appear it’s adequate to meet the purpose and need. This

is deceptive and manipulates the numbers to make the project appear adequate when it’s not. The second fatal flaw is that

is assumes that the traffic and growth of the corridor remain unchanged whether it’s tolled or non-tolled. It is a fact that

when a roadway is tolled, people change their behavior and now seek to avoid paying it. The  remaining non-toll main

lanes, access roads, and other side streets will experience unacceptable levels of congestion for years to come, despite the

$458 million in taxpayer dollars and/or loan guarantees. The benefits of a tolled option do NOT outweigh the cost.  
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The high cost for Comal County residents, in particular, assumes those commuters will pay the tolls on a daily basis to get

to their jobs if this project gets built as proposed. This is a flawed assumption. Residents will move or find alternatives to

using 281, home values in the corridor will drop, and the anticipated growth will dry-up as people seek other corridors

where they don’t have to pay tolls to get to work or to get around. In Grand Prairie, Texas, the Hwy 161 tollway has

destroyed home values. Those with means got out, but those who remain have experienced higher crime rates as the new

residents that have replaced them often rent, have lower incomes, experience less job stability, and the neighborhoods

have seen a significant uptick in crime when crime was previously non-existent. This toll project could turn Stone Oak

into a blighted area.

The preferred alternative is also a discriminatory, targeted tax on those in the US 281 corridor, even more so for those that

live north of Marshall Road since all of their currently toll-free highway main lanes will be tolled. These residents will

have no non-toll expressway option. None. It’s already pitted the northern corridor against the southern corridor, neighbor

against neighbor who got into arguments at the Open House May 8. Those that reside north of Marshall Road angry that

they have no free expressway option while the southern residents do.

Other flaws in the preferred alternative:

1) Drivers cannot access the toll lanes from the 1604 interchange ramps

Anyone heading north on Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will not be able to access the toll lanes even if they wanted to. The

majority of the traffic in the 281 corridor is between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy. Approximately 90,000 cars a day. If

none of those travelers can access the toll lanes, who is this project helping? The volume of traffic diminishes after Stone

Oak Pkwy. So all local traffic (those needing to exit somewhere between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be

scrunched into four non-toll lanes (two each direction) when today there are six (three each direction). Even with the new

overpasses, there will be significant congestion on the non-toll main lanes.

Now let’s travel in reverse. Anyone heading south on 281 cannot enter or exit the toll lanes between Stone Oak Pkwy. and

Loop 1604. The only way to access the new northern interchange ramps onto Loop 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes.

So, once again, all the traffic needing to travel on Loop 1604 will be squeezed into the four non-toll main lanes when

today there are six. A significant number of travelers need to take Loop 1604 and do not continue heading south on 281

toward downtown. Again, who is this project helping? Not those who need to get on Loop 1604. Not local traffic, nor

local businesses. It’s designing permanent congestion in the corridor.

The RMA stated in the Community Advisory Group meeting April 2 that the toll lanes are aimed at those traveling in

from outside the county – in other words, Comal County. Comal County has had no representation on the MPO when the

decision to toll was made, nor do they have representation on the RMA or Transportation Commission, yet they’re being

targeted with a discriminatory, targeted tax without representation. 

The number of vehicles coming from Comal County are dwarfed by the numbers traveling within Bexar County,

particularly in the section from Loop 1604 to Stone Oak Pkwy. Yet those travelers will have fewer non-toll freeway lanes

than they have today and will not be able to access the toll lanes even if they wanted to. So the proposed tollway will

make congestion in the corridor worse, not better.

2) Texas-sized bottleneck at Stone Oak Pkwy.

What the RMA proposes actually exacerbates the bottleneck at Stone Oak. The bottleneck happens at Stone Oak when the

four non-toll freeway lanes end and all highway lanes north of Stone Oak become toll lanes, so anyone who cannot afford

the toll lanes will have to exit en masse at Stone Oak. Since all the local neighborhoods south of Stone Oak cannot access

the toll lanes even if they wanted to, it, too, will cause congestion on the four remaining non-toll main lanes (two each

direction). The few who would be most likely to take the toll lanes all the way up to the county line (Comal County

residents) will not be significant enough to diminish the congestion south of Stone Oak. The non-toll lanes will remain

backed up as they are today due to the reduced capacity.

3) Tolls will be as high as 50 cents a mile

The published toll rate range is 17 cents a mile up to 50 cents a mile, which will average $2,000 in added toll taxes per

commuter (and that’s if you only take one roundtrip 5 days a week), and closer to $4,000 per household. The toll rate isn’t

even based on the cost of the project and retiring the debt, it’s using ‘congestion pricing’ that varies based on the level of
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congestion. It’s punitive, runaway taxation in the hands of an unelected board - so it’s taxation without representation on

top of double taxation. The RMA has already stated on the record that it plans to charge the tolls in perpetuity (MPO TPB

Meeting, October 2009). The tolls will NEVER come off US 281 once they tap into this new revenue stream. 

If a person doesn’t want big government to track every mile one drives with an electronic toll tag, they’ll pay 33-50%

more to be billed by mail. If a person disputes any of the charges or fails to pay, the RMA can block your car registration.

If a person fails to appear in court for alleged toll violations, a warrant for arrest can be issued. Tolling opens a pandora’s

box of one level of abusive government after another. It’s anti-liberty and doesn’t even solve the core congestion problem

in the corridor. 

4) Cost is inflated

Via’s inefficient flyover ramp

The plan also includes an extravagant, exclusive Via transit lane and direct connect ramp ($56 million is the last estimate

available to the public) to its planned Park-N-Ride facility (at a cost of $15 million in gas taxes) at the corner of Stone

Oak Pkwy. and Hwy 281. The ramp will be elevated above the roadway and overpasses. It’s higher than a double deck,

estimated to be up to 75 feet in the air (as tall as the southern direct connect interchange ramps at 1604). The Via

exclusive transit lane and ramp can only be accessed in two places – just north of Evans Road near the mega HEB and

just north of Stone Oak Pkwy. The lanes dump into the toll lanes in the center of 281 so the transit riders needing to travel

to Loop 1604 can’t take the transit lanes. It’s designed for north-south travelers, geared toward downtown (when few

residents in far north Bexar County commute all the way downtown).

Anyone who has to travel to Loop 1604 cannot exit the Park-N-Ride using the ramp, those travelers are dumped onto

Stone Oak Pkwy. Any buses needing to get to 1604 will be forced to take Stone Oak Pkwy. Making an already congested

Stone Oak Pkwy even worse.  Though buses do get a free ride on the toll lanes, access is so limited to local traffic that it’s

hard to imagine who will use them. 

An estimated 1% of travelers use transit. Since the transit lane doesn’t even connect to 1604, it doesn’t connect to all the

major destinations and job centers along 1604 and I-10 (like USAA and the Medical Center), so it limits the universe of

riders. Much of the 281 traffic heading south peels off to 1604. The more passengers/motorists excluded from accessing

or making use of these lanes, the more the public benefit diminishes and the more the project fails to meet the purpose and

need and becomes a colossal waste of money.

Knowing that the toll road isn’t remotely financially viable (can’t pay for itself with just the toll payers), the RMA wants

to use the taxpayers as their bailout plan and loan guarantor by seeking a State Infrastructure Bank loan or a federal TIFIA

loan rather than bonds backed exclusively by tolls (that taxpayers aren’t responsible for repaying).

Cost of everything you buy will go up

Even if motorists never take the toll lanes, the cost of everything residents in the corridor purchase will go up because

businesses will now be paying tolls to get their goods and services to market. So everybody will pay more. 

The money is there to fix 281 WITHOUT tolls

The excuse to toll US 281 is that there’s not enough money. But the expansion and overpasses were fully funded through

2008 when that tax money disappeared. Still today, the financing for the project is NOT backed by tolls. $228 million is

non-toll tax money ($60 million is for the interchange ramps). The remaining $230 million will be a loan from TxDOT or

the federal government (putting all taxpayers on the hook for the losses). Local lawmakers just doubled Bexar County

registration fees. They’re already using half of it, $70 million, to build NON-toll lanes on 1604 (at a cost of roughly $20

million/mile yet 281 supposedly costs $48 million/mile - something’s wrong with this picture). Taking the 1604 example,

to fix 7.8 miles on 281 at $20 million/mile would cost $156 million - add in the $85 million still needed for right of way

& that’s $241 million, yet the RMA claims it’s $458 million. Why not spend the other $70 million in registration fees

toward completing 281 without any tolls? Why not nix the exclusive Via ramp to shave cost (est. $56 million) or nix some

of the extraneous overpasses? The answer is politics. Over $1 billion in non-toll road taxes have come through Bexar

County since the first public meetings on the expansion of 281 in 2005, and it’s been spent it on everything BUT US 281. 

5) HOV gimmick

In order to get that free ride, a driver has to be an approved ‘registered’ carpool vehicle with an active TollTag account,
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and it usually requires 3 or more people to be in your car (based on the policies we’ve seen in all other Texas cities). The

fact that no policy has been adopted or announced deprives the public of the ability to evaluate and weigh alternatives

prior to decisions being made as is required per NEPA. 

Just hopping into the HOV/toll lane to take relatives to the airport or to go to lunch with colleagues won’t count as a

qualified HOV ‘free ride.’ Moms in minivans shuttling kids to soccer practice also won’t qualify unless you register in

advance and meet the qualifications as a ‘registered, declared’ carpool vehicle. With so few able to access and use the

HOV-transit-toll lanes, the public benefit is nearly imperceptible, especially for a $458 million pricetag. 

6) Super-overpass at Wilderness Oak and Overlook Parkway

To add to the bizarre design of this tollway, the RMA is going to do a continuous mega overpass over Wilderness Oak all

the way to Overlook Parkway. Anytime a roadway goes elevated, the noise and dirt levels explode exponentially. So the

adjacent neighborhoods will experience big boosts in road noise and dirt by the extended, elevated double overpass.

Those with respiratory problems like asthma, will be adversely impacted and quality of life and health for those adjacent

to the roadway greatly diminished.

Conclusion - 

Other managed lane projects in Virginia and Georgia have fallen flat and proven these flaws to be fatal to accomplishing

congestion relief or even ‘managing’ congestion. A non-toll main lane carries more traffic than a toll lane, period.

Providing adequate main lane expressway capacity is essential to meeting the purpose and need.

This hybrid tollway is too complex, too inaccessible, poorly conceived, and a Texas-sized bad deal for taxpayers that

won’t solve the traffic mess out there. We ask for the original alternative #1 - the at grade complete non-toll expressway

option - to be reinstated and advance as the preferred alternative. 
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no toll roads in san antonio, bexar county, or texas!
Official S.A. Sanctuary [411@sa-sanctuary.com]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 6:21 PM
To: AlamoRMA
Importance:High

  
we don't want your scam cash machine toll road. complete non-toll

expressway as the preferred alternative. i can NOT and WILL not pay $8 per

day to go to work AND pay $4 a gallon for gas as well.

Can’t exit toll lanes until Stone Oak

 The RMA’s tollway design only allows drivers to enter/exit the middle

  toll lanes at Sonterra and Stone Oak. The majority of the traffic in the

 281 corridor travels between those two points. If none of those travelers

can enter/exit the toll lanes to get to their homes, that squeezes a ton of

drivers into fewer highway lanes than we have now. So all local traffic

(between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be scrunched into two

non-toll highway lanes when today there are three (each direction).

•        No non-toll expressway option north of Stone Oak

    The four non-toll expressway lanes will disappear north of Stone Oak

   Pkwy. when all six expressway lanes will become toll lanes. All the lanes

  you drive on today for FREE will be converted to toll lanes - a massive

 DOUBLE TAX! Those who can’t afford tolls will be forced to exit to the

  frontage roads at Stone Oak Pkwy causing a major traffic back-up &

 permanent congestion for local residents.

Can’t access Loop 1604 or local neighborhoods from toll lanes

 Anyone headed from/to Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will not be able to

access the toll lanes even if they wanted to. The only way to access

the new northern ramps to 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes. So,

once again, all the traffic needing to travel on Loop 1604 will NOT have

the option of doing so from the toll lanes. They’ll be squeezed into four

 non-toll highway lanes when today there are six. A significant number

of travelers need to take Loop 1604 and do not continue heading south

on 281 toward downtown. Tolls are cutting off access to needed routes.

The ‘preferred alternative’ being promoted is designing permanent

   congestion in the corridor.

•        Tolls will be charged in perpetuity

    The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority (RMA) has stated on the record in

   2009 that it plans to charge tolls on 281 in perpetuity. So this will be a

  PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving.

Cost of everything you buy will go up

Even if you never take the toll lanes, the cost of everything you buy

will go up because businesses will now be paying tolls to get their

goods and services to market. So everybody will pay more.

•        Tolls displace traffic onto neighborhood streets

    People try to avoid paying tolls, so they find alternate routes to

bypass the

   toll lanes. Studies show tolls displace traffic onto surrounding

neighborhood

  streets and increase accidents and congestion on local streets.
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No Tolls on 281
Bobby and June Cox [bobjunecox@juno.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 6:43 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
281 need an expressway but it does not need tolls. It need direct access to 1604. Tolls would be a fiasco and would just

continue the congestion on the access road with the rich using the toll portion. Please find another way to build the

expressway without tolls.

 

Robert and June Cox

264 Marlys Ave

Canyon Lake, TX 78133

No Tolls on 281 https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 4:00 PM

Sonia Jimenez
Comment 110



Toll Roads
Cecilia Lister [cslister@swbell.net]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 6:54 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I feel so strongly that we do NOT NOT want or need toll roads. If you count how MANY cars are

on the road at any given time you can understand why we don't need toll roads. The tax money on

gasoline is enough to pay for the much needed roads. You can even raise the amount of gasoline

tax and it would probably be enough. Maybe y'all can get rid of some the jobs some people have

in that area and contribute that money. I know that you can find another place for those people

whose jobs you can eliminate.  You are in many ways discriminating. Yes, why? It is because many

people that have, for instance, work as waiters and waitresses  can not afford the toll road costs.

Aside from that too many people think that if you live on the "north" side you are rich. They don't

realize that those people have to "rob Peter to pay Paul" most all of the time. So,therefore put me

down as a "NO" way Jose for toll roads. Thank you and Blessings,  Cecilia Lister
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No tolls on Hwy 281
Edie Zaiontz [texasairstar-ez@satx.rr.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 7:00 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  

We want the complete non-toll expressway as the preferred alternative. 

My husband and I drive 281 everyday, 25 miles each way.  We know exactly the

places where traffic will back up.  It is where there should be overpasses, where

they were planned, before the money magically disappeared. 

The short-sightedness of the City and the state of Texas should not result in

another tax foisted upon people who have faithfully paid their taxes for years

assuming that our government was handling money (ie the highway gas tax)

responsibly.   I have been paying a gas tax- it seems forever,and that was

supposed to keep our roads in a good current state.

A toll is a tax.  The difference is, it does nothing for Texans and unfortunately, it

too will be siphoned off by some greedy entity (in this case a foreign company).

Hwy 281 was many years ago designated as "Veterans Memorial Highway".  It has always been a well-taken

care of route to the Hill Country. I have rode or driven on this highway since I was 3 years old. I am 62.

Since the 70's the one thing I have seen impeding traffic is government incompetence.  It isn't the cars on

the road, it's the horrible management of the highway system itself and the funds that were supposed to go to

maintaining highways.   It is a sad commentary that a highway with such an important designation is

reflecting chaos and stupidity.  Tolls are not the answer, and I think anyone who is deluding themselves by

thinking that another tax will solve the problem has only to look at the "smart street" idea, and see how

much was spent on that, and what little it did to relieve traffic, yet millions were still spent, guaranteeing

"relief".

Texas Department of Transportation is just another example of government wastefulness, and the Regional

Mobile Authority is allowing it to continue by endorsing the toll solution.  Millions spent on Roadside parks

throughout Texas, but what about the roads passing in front of them.
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Please consider the free, non-toll expressway as a viable alternative to more wasteful government

spending.

Sincerely,

Edith and Kevin Zaiontz

458 Coyote Ridge

Spring Branch, TX  78070
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No tolls
Sandy [hollyhorse2@msn.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 7:47 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I have paid enough already by paying gasoline taxes since 1995 when I moved to bulverde. . I am a

teacher and cannot afford $8 /day. Please install the only fair option.  A free way!!!!
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281 Managed road project
Malcolm McClinchie [mcclin@gvtc.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 7:51 PM
To: AlamoRMA
Cc: terri@satollparty.com

  
I am writing to express my total rejection of your managed road project plan for 281. There are many
significant flaws in your design, but the major objection I have is the high cost to ride the managed roads and
the impact this will have on our low wage earning and minority workers.  I realize that there will be free
frontage roads, but using these will require significant greater commute time.  If this were not true, the whole
project becomes suspect.  There are many appropriate ways to improve the traffic flow on 281 that can be
accomplished without toll roads.  Plans were made years ago and the money was allocated, but the highway
department diverted the funds to other projects leaving the users of 281 now expected to pay for that example
of government mismanagement of funds.  As the former Mayor of Bulverde, I talk to hundreds of people who
use the 281 route to commute to and from work in San Antonio.  The vast majority of our people do not want
the managed road project to continue.  Tolling of our roads is just another form of taxation without the desire of
the people.  Why has this issue never been presented to the people who are affected by this proposal in the
form of a public vote?  I truly believe that if the issue were put on a ballot and voted on by the people who will
be affected by this project, that the results would be a landslide NO.  The highway department must be aware
of this anti-managed 281 plan sentiment.  I have attended several of your public meetings and have seen first
hand the opposition to this project.  It is too bad the management of the highway department does not need
public support and election to the jobs they hold.  I can almost guarantee that if this was on a ballot, there
would be a 100% change in the highway department leadership.  Your customers are extremely unhappy with
your ideas and poor production.

Sincerely,

Hon. Malcolm U. McClinchie,
former Mayor of Bulverde 
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281 toll lanes
stephen salinas [stephen_salinas@hotmail.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 8:02 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
Toll lanes is not the solution. Tolls are impractical, cumbersome and most of all ill advised for

solving costs, traffic, and will generate taxpayer outrage.

Salinas
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I Strongly Oppose Tolling-Taxing 281!
JEH [jeh1939@gmail.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 8:15 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  

Tolls (Taxes) as high as 50 cents a mile!
The published toll rate range is 17 cents a mile up to 50 cents a mile (varies based on
congestion). Average cost $2,000-$4,000 a year. Big government will track every mile with
electronic toll tag.  In addition tolls are the worst kind of taxes because they are taxes on taxes.
•

Can’t exit toll lanes until Stone Oak
The RMA’s tollway design only allows drivers to enter/exit the middle toll lanes at Sonterra and
Stone Oak. The majority of the traffic in the 281 corridor travels between those two points. If
none of those travelers can enter/exit the toll lanes to get to their homes, that squeezes a ton of
drivers into fewer highway lanes than we have now. So all local traffic (between Loop 1604 and
Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be scrunched into two non-toll highway lanes when today there are three
(each direction).
•

No non-toll expressway option north of Stone
Oak
The four non-toll expressway lanes will dissappear north of Stone Oak Pkwy. when all six
expressway lanes will become toll lanes. All the lanes you drive on today for FREE will be
converted to toll lanes - a massive DOUBLE TAX! Those who can’t afford tolls will be forced to
exit to the frontage roads at Stone Oak Pkwy causing a major traffic back-up & permanent
congestion for local residents.
•

Can’t access Loop 1604 or local neighborhoods
from toll lanes
Anyone headed from/to Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will not be able to access the toll lanes even if
they wanted to. The only way to access the new northern ramps to 1604 will be from the
non-toll lanes. So, once again, all the traffic needing to travel on Loop 1604 will NOT have the
option of doing so from the toll lanes. They’ll be squeezed into four non-toll highway lanes when
today there are six. A significant number of travelers need to take Loop 1604 and do not
continue heading south on 281 toward downtown. Tolls are cutting off access to needed routes.
The ‘preferred alternative’ being promoted is designing permanent congestion in the corridor.
•

Tolls will be charged in perpetuity
The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority (RMA) has stated on the record in 2009 that it plans to
charge tolls on 281 in perpetuity. So this will be a PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving.
•

Cost of everything you buy will go up
Even if you never take the toll lanes, the cost of everything you buy will go up because
businesses will now be paying tolls to get their goods and services to market. So everybody will
pay more.
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•

Tolls displace traffic onto neighborhood streets
People try to avoid paying tolls, so they find alternate routes to bypass the toll lanes. Studies
show tolls displace traffic onto surrounding neighborhood streets and increase accidents and
congestion on local streets
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No,
Donna Jenschke [jclovesu@windstream.net]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 8:17 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I AVOID ANY Toll roads ANYWHERE in Texas.

If I can not get into San Antonio fron the Hill Country

without using a Toll Road, well, I won't go to San

Antonio.

I will do my Shopping ONLINE before I EVER use

a Toll Road to get from point A to point B.
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281 Tolls
AARON YOUNG [joacyoung@hotmail.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 8:34 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I am saddened and disgusted by TXDOT and the San Antonio area transportation departments and

authorities.  Have you not heard what your constituents have said?  I have not met a single

person in favor of, or even supporting the idea of a toll on an existing freeway.    The

mismanagement of funding by TXDOT leaves one to assume there is a lining of political pockets as

they are the only ones benefitting from the traffic snafu you are about to create.  I travel

through Austin often and see the lack of use on the tolls there.  This will be the same in San

Antonio.  If our only protest is to not use them, so be it.  It will be another revenue failure

on the part of the government.

Aaron Young

joacyoung@hotmail.com
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Toll Road
cdgarza5@aol.com
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 8:48 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I am sending this message to inform you that I am totally against any toll roads in San Antonio and Hwy 281; folks cannot afford to pay
the toll road and it is highly unfair for those who have to get to work or take kids to school.  I will personally inform my fellow US soldiers
and their families as they also share our concerns over the proposed toll road.
 
 
Carlos Garza

Toll Road https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

1 of 1 6/3/2014 4:17 PM

Sonia Jimenez
Comment 119



No to Toll Roads!
Susan Finke [sfinke@sbcglobal.net]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 9:12 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
We have told you time and time again. NO to toll roads. We've already paid for the roads once. Don't double tax us! Fix the mess you've

made with the stupid "super street" on Hwy 281, and make overpasses over 281, as should have been done to begin with. Get rid of the

gridlock by getting rid of stop lights.

 

Toll roads won't do a thing for us!

 

No Tolls!  No tolls! No tolls!  No tolls!

 

Sue Finke

1015 Sutters Rim

San Antonio, TX 78258
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Proposed tool road
Ben LaRosa [veltro@satx.rr.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 9:13 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
My preferred option is the complete non-toll expressway option.

 

I’m also concerned that there are fund available to fix US 281 without tolls, and taxpayers must make up for any losses.
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281 Comments
flyboy [flyboy@satx.rr.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 9:13 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I have never seen such visceral hatred toward a road project by those in charge (from Gov

Perry,TXDOT and local powers that be) as I have seen these past eleven years towards those who

want a "freeway" built north of Loop 1604 on 281.

TXDOT briefed the freeway plan to Encino Park residents, the money was set aside for construction

and then Gov. Perry and his TXDOT cohorts took over, along with the Bexar County haters of a

freeway on 281. Today, we have a workable super street that is in danger of being turned into a

morass if the proposed project is built.

First point: who on God's green earth do the honchos at VIA think is going to ride south on 281

without any connection to Loop 1604 and points west (medical center, especially)? I know of NO

ONE and I mean NO ONE who I have met in living 30 years in Encino Park who has ever even

MENTIONED needing a massive boondoggle of a VIA installation north of 1604 for themselves, their

friends, or employees. VIA has lost their collective mind in proposing such a steaming pile of

crap in this plan. Get rid of VIA's proposal completely (and getting rid of VIA and establishing

a competent public transit system wouldn't be such a bad idea either!).

Second point: the money is quite available to build a freeway if the HATERS of the complete

non-toll expressway option would get out of the way. Build the complete non-toll expressway

option as promised many years ago and take your HATE toward those of us living in the 281

corridor and channel that hate towards something useful, such as devoting all of the Texas gas

tax money to NON-TOLL roadways and their maintenance.

Last point: What part of "NO!" don't you people understand? Oh, I'm sorry. I forgot. The powers

that be cannot hear this citizen's "NO!" because their HATE fills up their mind and ears. May God

have mercy on their souls.

Andy Kenagy

19902 Park Hollow

Encino Park resident since 1984
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Comments on Hwy 281 Draft EIS
Mel Borel [mborel@sbcglobal.net]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 10:24 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I am opposed to ANY tolling, or the collection of fees for using a road (sometimes referred to as managed
lanes) or converting ANY free roads or free highways in San Antonio, the state of Texas, or the USA to toll
roads or managed lane roads.  My opposition is a result of many reasons but first and foremost is the fact that
converting “free” roads to toll roads or roads that collect fees for their use (i.e., managed lanes) results in
double taxation.  They were first paid for and maintained with tax revenues and now will require fees collected
for using and maintaining the road. 
I therefore want the “preferred alternative” (or option) in the Draft EIS, for the proposed Hwy 281 improvement,
to be the COMPLETE NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY OPTION.
 
I am also opposed to the proposed plan because of the many flaws or concerns with the Draft Environmental
document.  I will highlight below some areas of concern.   
 
CONCERNS 
 

    Tolls as high as 50 cents a mile
The published toll rate range is 17 cents a mile up to 50 cents a mile (varies based on congestion).  And
I might add that there is NO guarantee that the toll rate will not continue to rise.  Just look at the history
of other toll roads around the country.  At the published rates, this can amount to an average cost of
$2,000-$4,000 a year.  As a retired couple with a fixed income, this is unaffordable.  We’ve been told
that we can always use the “free” lanes.  So, the Regional Mobility Authority (RMA), the Metropolitan
Organization (MPO), and the Texas Deportment of Transportation (TxDOT) are basically telling us that a
segment of the population will be discriminated against – effectively they will consider highway users to
be two classes, those who can afford to use the high speed lanes and not use as much fuel and those
who CAN’T afford to use the high speed lanes and must use the “free” lanes that have many traffic
signals and therefore use more fuel – a class of the public that may already be burdened economically. 
 
I might add, a previous Chairperson (Bill Thornton) of the RMA told me in a public RMA meeting, when I
informed him that I would not use the toll road because of the cost, that he would merely wave at me as
he drove on the toll road as I drove on the “free” frontage road.  This speaks volumes about the concern
public officials, such as those on the RMA, have for the average citizen. 
 

    Can’t exit toll lanes until Stone Oak
The RMA’s tollway design only allows drivers to enter/exit the middle toll lanes at Sonterra and Stone
Oak.  The majority of the traffic in the 281 corridor travels between those two points.  If none of those
travelers can enter/exit the toll lanes to get to their homes, that squeezes many drivers into fewer
highway lanes than we have now. So all local traffic (between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be
crowded into two non-toll highway lanes when today there are three lanes in each direction. 
 

    No non-toll expressway option north of Stone Oak
The four non-toll expressway lanes will be eliminated north of Stone Oak Pkwy. when all six expressway
lanes will become toll lanes.  All the lanes you drive on today for FREE will be converted to toll lanes - a
massive DOUBLE TAX!  Those who can’t afford tolls will be forced to exit to the frontage roads at Stone
Oak Pkwy causing a major traffic back-up and permanent congestion for local residents. 
 

    Can’t access Loop 1604 or local neighborhoods from toll lanes
Anyone headed from/to Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will not be able to access the toll lanes even if they
wanted to.  The only way to access the new northern ramps to 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes. So,
once again, all the traffic needing to travel on Loop 1604 will NOT have the option of doing so from the
toll lanes.  They’ll be squeezed into four non-toll highway lanes when today there are six. A significant
number of travelers need to take Loop 1604 and do not continue heading south on 281 toward
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downtown.  Tolls are cutting off access to needed routes.  The ‘preferred alternative’ being promoted is
designing permanent congestion in the corridor.  

 
    Tolls will be charged in perpetuity

The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority (RMA) has stated on the record in 2009 that it plans to charge
tolls on 281 in perpetuity.  So this will be a PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving.

 
    Cost of everything you buy will increase 

Even if you never take the toll lanes, the cost of everything you buy will increase because businesses
will now be paying tolls to get their goods and services to market.  Businesses will not decrease their
profits and will therefore pass their cost increases to the consumer causing everyone to pay more.

 
    Tolls displace traffic onto neighborhood streets 

People try to avoid paying tolls, so they find alternate routes to bypass the toll lanes. Studies show tolls
displace traffic onto surrounding neighborhood  streets and increase accidents and congestion on local
streets.  Even now as congestion increases on Hwy 281 the traffic on side streets such as Wilderness
Oaks increases significantly. 

 
In conclusion, the money is available to fix 281 WITHOUT tolls.  The excuse to toll 281 is there’s not enough
money.  But the expansion and overpasses were fully funded through 2008 when that tax money disappeared.
 Still today, the financing for the project is NOT backed by tolls.  $228 million is non-toll tax money ($60 million
is for the interchange ramps).  The remaining $230 million will be a loan from TxDOT or the federal
government.  Local politicians just doubled Bexar County registration fees.  They’re already using half of it, $70
million, to build NON-toll lanes on 1604 (at a cost of roughly $20 million/mile, yet 281 supposedly costs $48
million/mile - something’s wrong with this picture).  Taking the 1604 example, to fix 7.8 miles on 281 at $20
million/mile would cost $156 million – add in the $85 million still needed for right of way and that’s $241 million,
yet the RMA claims it’s $458 million.  Why not spend the other $70 million in registration fees toward
completing 281 without tolls? Why not eliminate the exclusive Via ramp to shave cost (est. $56 million) or
eliminate some of the extraneous overpasses or bike paths?  The answer is politics.  Our representatives in
the 281 corridor have let over $1 billion in non-toll road taxes slip by and spent it on everything BUT 281.   
 
Taxpayers will be liable for any losses resulting from lack of traffic on the proposed Hwy 281 toll road.  The toll
road isn’t remotely financially viable (cost cannot be recovered from the revenues generated by just the toll
payers), so the RMA will use the taxpayers as their bailout plan and loan guarantor by using a State
Infrastructure Bank loan from TxDOT or a taxpayer backed federal TIFIA loan rather than bonds backed
exclusively by tolls (that taxpayers aren’t responsible for repaying). 
 
There has been no meaningful study of economic impacts to residents, businesses, employees in the corridor
as required by federal law (NEPA).  At least nothing has been reported to the public.  The Draft EIS
acknowledges (Vol I, Chap. 3 p. 215) traffic trying to avoid paying tolls will be displaced onto neighborhood
streets. This effects safety, schools, property values, quality of life, and access to gainful employment.  The
tolled options DO NOT meet the purpose and need of the project when it will merely displace congestion into
neighborhoods, rather than relieve it.  Driving congested, stop-light ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient
nor effective alternative to freeway lanes. The EIS claims if someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the
frontage roads.  Making those who can’t afford tolls second class citizens relegated to congested free routes is
not only patently unfair (especially since they’re paying gas tax for state highways), it’s discriminatory and
inefficient.   
 
Please acknowledge complete and satisfactory receipt of my comments via e-mail. 
 
Mel Borel 
703 Turtle Hill 
San Antonio, Texas 78260 
Phone: 210-403-3969 
mborel@sbcglobal.net
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Comments on Hwy 281 Draft EIS Report
Linda Falcon [lrfalcon@sbcglobal.net]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 10:42 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I am opposed to ANY tolling, or the collection of fees for using a road (sometimes referred to as managed
lanes) or converting ANY free roads or free highways in San Antonio, the state of Texas, or the USA to toll
roads or managed lane roads.  My opposition is a result of many reasons but first and foremost is the fact that
converting “free” roads to toll roads or roads that collect fees for their use (i.e., managed lanes) results in
double taxation.  They were first paid for and maintained with tax revenues and now will require fees collected
for using and maintaining the road. 
I therefore want the “preferred alternative” (or option) in the Draft EIS, for the proposed Hwy 281 improvement,
to be the COMPLETE NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY OPTION.
 
I am also opposed to the proposed plan because of the many flaws or concerns with the Draft Environmental
document.  I will highlight below some areas of concern.   
 
CONCERNS 
 

    Tolls as high as 50 cents a mile
The published toll rate range is 17 cents a mile up to 50 cents a mile (varies based on congestion).  And
I might add that there is NO guarantee that the toll rate will not continue to rise.  Just look at the history
of other toll roads around the country.  At the published rates, this can amount to an average cost of
$2,000-$4,000 a year.  As a retired couple with a fixed income, this is unaffordable.  We’ve been told
that we can always use the “free” lanes.  So, the Regional Mobility Authority (RMA), the Metropolitan
Organization (MPO), and the Texas Deportment of Transportation (TxDOT) are basically telling us that a
segment of the population will be discriminated against – effectively they will consider highway users to
be two classes, those who can afford to use the high speed lanes and not use as much fuel and those
who CAN’T afford to use the high speed lanes and must use the “free” lanes that have many traffic
signals and therefore use more fuel – a class of the public that may already be burdened economically. 

    Can’t exit toll lanes until Stone Oak
The RMA’s tollway design only allows drivers to enter/exit the middle toll lanes at Sonterra and Stone
Oak.  The majority of the traffic in the 281 corridor travels between those two points.  If none of those
travelers can enter/exit the toll lanes to get to their homes, that squeezes many drivers into fewer
highway lanes than we have now. So all local traffic (between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be
crowded into two non-toll highway lanes when today there are three lanes in each direction. 
 

    No non-toll expressway option north of Stone Oak
The four non-toll expressway lanes will be eliminated north of Stone Oak Pkwy. when all six expressway
lanes will become toll lanes.  All the lanes you drive on today for FREE will be converted to toll lanes - a
massive DOUBLE TAX! Those who can’t afford tolls will be forced to exit to the frontage roads at Stone
Oak Pkwy causing a major traffic back-up and permanent congestion for local residents. 
 

    Can’t access Loop 1604 or local neighborhoods from toll lanes
Anyone headed from/to Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will not be able to access the toll lanes even if they
wanted to.  The only way to access the new northern ramps to 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes. So,
once again, all the traffic needing to travel on Loop 1604 will NOT have the option of doing so from the
toll lanes.  They’ll be squeezed into four non-toll highway lanes when today there are six. A significant
number of travelers need to take Loop 1604 and do not continue heading south on 281 toward
downtown.  Tolls are cutting off access to needed routes.  The ‘preferred alternative’ being promoted is
designing permanent congestion in the corridor.  
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    Tolls will be charged in perpetuity
The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority (RMA) has stated on the record in 2009 that it plans to charge
tolls on 281 in perpetuity.  So this will be a PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving.

 
    Cost of everything you buy will increase 

Even if you never take the toll lanes, the cost of everything you buy will increase because businesses
will now be paying tolls to get their goods and services to market.  Businesses will not decrease their
profits and will therefore pass their cost increases to the consumer causing everyone to pay more.

 
    Tolls displace traffic onto neighborhood streets 

People try to avoid paying tolls, so they find alternate routes to bypass the toll lanes. Studies show tolls
displace traffic onto surrounding neighborhood  streets and increase accidents and congestion on local
streets.  Even now as congestion increases on Hwy 281 the traffic on side streets such as Wilderness
Oaks increases significantly. 

 
In conclusion, the money is available to fix 281 WITHOUT tolls.  The excuse to toll 281 is there’s not enough
money.  But the expansion and overpasses were fully funded through 2008 when that tax money disappeared.
 Still today, the financing for the project is NOT backed by tolls.  $228 million is non-toll tax money ($60 million
is for the interchange ramps).  The remaining $230 million will be a loan from TxDOT or the federal
government.  Local politicians just doubled Bexar County registration fees.  They’re already using half of it, $70
million, to build NON-toll lanes on 1604 (at a cost of roughly $20 million/mile, yet 281 supposedly costs $48
million/mile - something’s wrong with this picture).  Taking the 1604 example, to fix 7.8 miles on 281 at $20
million/mile would cost $156 million – add in the $85 million still needed for right of way and that’s $241 million,
yet the RMA claims it’s $458 million.  Why not spend the other $70 million in registration fees toward
completing 281 without tolls?  Why not eliminate the exclusive Via ramp to shave cost (est. $56 million) or
eliminate some of the extraneous overpasses or bike paths?  The answer is politics.  Our representatives in
the 281 corridor have let over $1 billion in non-toll road taxes slip by and spent it on everything BUT 281.   
 
Taxpayers will be liable for any losses resulting from lack of traffic on the proposed Hwy 281 toll road.  The toll
road isn’t remotely financially viable (cost cannot be recovered from the revenues generated by just the toll
payers), so the RMA will use the taxpayers as their bailout plan and loan guarantor by using a State
Infrastructure Bank loan from TxDOT or a taxpayer backed federal TIFIA loan rather than bonds backed
exclusively by tolls (that taxpayers aren’t responsible for repaying). 
 
There has been no meaningful study of economic impacts to residents, businesses, employees in the corridor
as required by federal law (NEPA).  At least nothing has been reported to the public.  The Draft EIS
acknowledges (Vol I, Chap. 3 p. 215) traffic trying to avoid paying tolls will be displaced onto neighborhood
streets. This effects safety, schools, property values, quality of life, and access to gainful employment.  The
tolled options DO NOT meet the purpose and need of the project when it will merely displace congestion into
neighborhoods, rather than relieve it.  Driving congested, stop-light ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient
nor effective alternative to freeway lanes. The EIS claims if someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the
frontage roads.  Making those who can’t afford tolls second class citizens relegated to congested free routes is
not only patently unfair (especially since they’re paying gas tax for state highways), it’s discriminatory and
inefficient.   
 
Please acknowledge complete and satisfactory receipt of my comments via e-mail. 
 
Linda Falcon-Borel 
703 Turtle Hill 
San Antonio, Texas 78260 
Phone: 210-403-3969 
lrfalcon@sbcglobal.net
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281 Toll road
Joe Osborne [jbosko1031@yahoo.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 11:39 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I have been a homeowner in Encino Park for the last 25 years. I have been upset that our

politicians for the last 10 years have always forced the toll option. If put to a vote, they know

that without a doubt the citizens who travel this area would shut the toll option down.  You

don't see this happening on the east , west or south side of town. Those areas are also seeing

huge amounts of growth. My home is now paid for and I am preparing to retire. Now if I want to

sell to get out of paying tolls, my home is worth less money and will be hard to sell because of

the toll road.  I feel that fighting this is hopeless. Every time one politician steps up to

counter the toll option, they get slapped down. ( Lyle Larson, Tommy Adkisson, etc..) Wish

someone had the guts to stand up to Nelson Wolf and his son.

Please reconsider the nontoll option.

Thanks, Joe Osborne

2003 Encino White

San Antonio , TX 78259

Sent from my iPad
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281 Toll Road
JOE RUIZ [ruizfinancial@yahoo.com]
Sent:Monday, May 19, 2014 11:40 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  
I say NO to TOLL Roads!!!  We all know we are being lied to and Toll Roads are not

the answer. Look at 130 up the road in Austin. Cintas is broke and not making

money and the State would like to force everyone to that road and toll I35, right????

Non Toll Road is the right option for 281. Toll roads are expensive and not beneficial

to all the drivers who will travel down the road everyday. Tolls will only increase every

year adding to increased gas cost, taxes, good and services.

Increase the gas tax to a more realistic level is a better answer than the toll option.

Do what is right for our citizens who will drive the road everyday and not the

outsiders who plan to profit off us and then come running to us for more money

when they are broker. Anything else would be collusion with them!  We are watching

your every move.

Joe R.
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